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I supported Senator LEVIN’s amend-

ment which would allow vocational
education training to count toward
meeting the work requirement under
the welfare reform law. The current
welfare law limits the amount of time
an individual can be on vocational edu-
cation to 12 months. This amendment
will increase that limit to 24 months. I
believe this change will allow individ-
uals the time necessary to engage in
training programs to provide real work
opportunities once they leave the wel-
fare system.

I opposed an amendment offered by
Senator SPECTER which would have
provided $1.5 billion over 5 years to pay
the Medicare premium for low-income
seniors. I voted against this amend-
ment because the budget reconciliation
package provides $1.5 billion in new
funds to assist Medicare beneficiaries
between 120 and 150 percent of the pov-
erty line with their Medicare premium.
I believe the legislation already ad-
dresses this important need.

Finally, I voted in favor of waiving
the Budget Act to include the Medicare
Choice program as part of the budget
reconciliation bill. I believe that this is
one of the most important provisions
of the Medicare bill. Our legislation
will allow seniors a wide array of
choices in care. Seniors will be able to
choose from a variety of insurance
plans including medical savings ac-
counts [MSA] and private fee-for-serv-
ice plans. It is critical to keep these
provisions in the legislation to allow
seniors a real choice in care and to pro-
tect seniors from rationing services in
the future.∑
f

REAUTHORIZING AMTRAK
APPROPRIATIONS

∑ Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I sup-
port S. 961, the administration’s bill to
reauthorize appropriations for the Na-
tional Rail Passenger Corporation, bet-
ter known as Amtrak. Amtrak is a nec-
essary part of a national transpor-
tation system. It has demonstrated its
popularity with the traveling public
and, more importantly, its ability to
provide safe, efficient transportation
at reasonable prices.

My South Carolina constituents have
made it quite clear that they want Am-
trak to prosper, and wish it expanded,
not terminated or forced to operate
under unreasonable restrictions or re-
duced to the status of a regional rail-
road. The citizens of South Carolina
and the Nation demand a first class
rail passenger transportation service.
This is Amtrak’s mission, and its
promise.

S. 961 puts Amtrak on the path to
fulfilling that promise. The bill con-
centrates on what is important, the
operational and financial viability of
Amtrak, and is not diverted from its
goal by including provisions that are
divisive and will not save Amtrak sig-
nificant money or allow it to maximize
its revenues.

Specifically, S. 961 does not include a
provision which would impose so-called

caps on the punitive damages available
to passengers involved in accidents
while aboard Amtrak trains. Other
bills which purport to aid Amtrak
would cap punitive damages to twice
compensatory damages or $250,000,
whichever is greater. While I under-
stand the necessity of any business to
reduce costs, placing liability caps
against passengers will not signifi-
cantly improve Amtrak’s bottom line.
The General Accounting Office’s (GAO)
highest estimate of savings from such
caps is less than one percent of Am-
trak’s capital funding needs.

Moreover, the provision ignores the
value of punitive damages to the pub-
lic. With punitive damages a possibil-
ity, Amtrak has the incentive to prop-
erly train its personnel, invest in safe
equipment, and reward safe operations.
Finally, such a provision is unneces-
sary. Punitive damages have never
been awarded against Amtrak.

S. 961 puts the emphasis where it
should be, on authorizing appropria-
tions of $5 billion for Amtrak over the
next six years. It is this money that is
needed to fund Amtrak operations,
equipment purchases, much needed
capital improvements, and expanded
services, not the small amount any li-
ability cap will provide the rail carrier.
We would all like to avoid paying Gov-
ernment subsidies for this service, but
we cannot ignore that the provision of
transportation infrastructure is a nec-
essary function of Government, wheth-
er involving highways, bridges, air-
ports, mass transit, or rail. It should be
noted that a 1994 study of central gov-
ernment subsidies of rail transpor-
tation showed that U.S. subsidy levels
are 35th in the world, well below those
of Europe.

S. 961 also avoids the unnecessary
controversy brought about by an effort
to provide indemnification for freight
railroads over whose tracks Amtrak
largely operates. Some argue that
freight railroads need protection from
accidents between their trains and Am-
trak trains. Whatever the merits of in-
demnifying particular freight railroads
in particular cases, what has been pro-
posed in several bills is the complete
indemnification of any freight railroad
for any accident, regardless of cause or
fault. In other words, if a freight rail-
road employee acts intentionally or
with gross negligence and causes an ac-
cident, Amtrak would pay for that ac-
cident, most likely with tax dollars
paid by the American people. The
American people would be forced to
pay for the mistakes of a multi-million
dollar private corporation. This is inde-
fensible.

In 1987, a Conrail engineer, after
smoking marijuana, drinking beer, and
disabling safety equipment, ran his
Conrail locomotives into the rear of an
Amtrak train near Chase, MD. The dis-
aster cost 16 lives and 175 injuries. In
the resulting litigation, a court found
the conduct of the engineer to involve
gross negligence. The accident cost $130
million. If the full indemnification pro-

vision had been in effect at that time,
Amtrak, which was completely blame-
less, would have been required to pay
all of the damages associated with that
accident. Amtrak would have had to
pay the cost of an accident beyond its
control and that it was powerless to
prevent. There is no more potent exam-
ple of the unfairness of such a provi-
sion.

One other unacceptable provision
that was wisely omitted from S. 961 is
a so-called sunset trigger provision.
Unfortunately, such a provision is con-
tained in S. 738, the Amtrak bill re-
cently ordered reported by the Com-
merce Committee. The provision estab-
lishes a new Amtrak Reform Council
[ARC] to investigate Amtrak’s finan-
cial condition, make a determination
of Amtrak’s ability to meet its finan-
cial goals, and present a report on Am-
trak’s condition to the Congress. If the
ARC determination is negative, Am-
trak is required to prepare a liquida-
tion plan and the ARC is required to
prepare a plan for restructuring Am-
trak. Both plans are sent to Congress
and if, within 90 days, the Congress
does not enact the restructuring plan,
the liquidation plan must be imple-
mented. Thus, to kill Amtrak, any ac-
tion to save it need only be delayed by
its congressional opponents for 3
months.

Under this provision, Amtrak could
be liquidated without either House of
Congress taking any responsibility by
voting for or against the liquidation
plan. There would not have to be any
debate in Congress on Amtrak or the
liquidation plan. No questions of Am-
trak’s worth or importance and no in-
dication of the consequences of elimi-
nating Amtrak would have to be ad-
dressed. A transportation program of
vital importance to millions of Ameri-
cans would be eliminated without an-
other word. This is nothing more than
Congress evading its responsibilities
and should not be allowed.

S. 961 is the right approach. We
should insist that Amtrak run its oper-
ations in a business-like, efficient man-
ner. And we should conduct vigorous
oversight. However, we should not
complicate its authorization legisla-
tion with extraneous provisions, and
any decision to discontinue passenger
rail service in this country must be
made in full view and with complete
information on the economic and so-
cial costs of doing so.∑
f

CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL
DEFENSE RESEARCH

∑ Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, on Mon-
day, July 14, 1997, I offered an amend-
ment to the fiscal year 1998 Depart-
ment of Defense appropriations bill
which specifically appropriated funds
for a program of basic research in the
area of chemical and biological de-
fenses. I want to thank the distin-
guished chairman of the Defense Ap-
propriations Subcommittee, Senator
STEVENS, and the ranking minority
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